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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 



Guns and Violence 

By Miguel A. Faria, Jr., MD 

The role of gun violence in the 
United States and the world is currently 
a subject of great debate among 
national and international 

organizations. Because the Second 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution 
protects the individual right to own 
private firearms, availability of firearms 
is greater in the U.S. than elsewhere, 
except perhaps in Israel and 
Switzerland. 

Nevertheless, many individuals and 
organizations, particularly the American 
Medical Association (AMA) and the 
American public health establishment 
are concerned about the number of gun 
deaths in the U.S. — 30,000 average 
annually in the past decade. 
Moreover, firearms violence affects 
disproportionately older children and 
adolescents; tragically, up to 4000 
deaths. Suicides account for 
approximately 12,000 gun deaths; 
homicides for about 10,000 deaths; and 
unintentional injuries (accidental 
shootings) for another 5000 deaths. 
In some inner cities, 23 percent of 
students have witnessed violence in 
their schools and reportedly up to 12 
percent of youngsters have carried a 
gun to school in any given academic 
year. With these frightening statistics, 
it's not surprising that many Americans 
believe that a greater effort should be 
made to enforce the 20,000 U.S. gun 
laws already in place. 
Thus, the medical and public health 
establishments strongly support gun 
control measures they believe will 
reduce the availability of firearms and 
gun violence. Even the influential AMA 
has joined this political campaign, 
bolstered by medical journal editors, 
government officials, and the Centers 


for Disease Control and Prevention 
(CDC). 

The public health establishment, 
including the AMA and the CDC, has 
propounded the public 

health/epidemiologic model for gun and 
violence research, which espouses the 
concept of guns and bullets as virulent 
pathogens that need to be stamped out 
by limited gun availability and ultimately 
eradicating guns from the civilian 
population. Similarly, the United 
Nations has repeatedly issued 
proclamations denouncing the 
trafficking of small arms and the 
possession of firearms by private 
citizens as a global threat. 
With nearly messianic enthusiasm 
some public health officials and 
physicians have jumped into the gun 
control debate. 

Katherine Christoffel, M.D., a 
pediatrician and one of the founders of 
the Handgun Epidemic Lowering Plan 
(HELP), a stringent gun control 
organization, has declared, for 
example, that "...Guns are a virus that 
must be eradicated. We need to 
immunize ourselves against them." 
Furthermore, she says, "...Get rid of the 
cigarettes, get rid of the secondhand 
smoke, and you get rid of lung disease. 
It's the same with guns. Get rid of the 
guns, get rid of the bullets, and you get 
rid of death." 

Dr. Jerome Kassirer, a former editor-in- 
chief of The New England Journal of 
Medicine (NEJM), believes in the 
NEJM’s policy that when it comes to 
"assault" weapons, "no-data-are- 
needed”, and asserts that if a little gun 
control doesn't work, then, certainly 
more gun control is needed: "If we still 
found them wanting [gun control laws], 
we would be justified supporting even 
more stringent restrictions." 
But there is a great obstacle standing in 


their way. The Second Amendment to 
the U.S. Constitution reads: "A well 
regulated Militia, being necessary to 
the security of a free State, the right of 
the people to keep and bear Arms, 
shall not be infringed." Pro-Second 
Amendment physician groups — such 
as Doctors for Responsible Gun 
Ownership (DRGO) led by California 
physician Timothy Wheeler, M.D. and 
Doctors for Integrity in Policy Research 
(DIPR) led by Edgar Suter, M.D. — do 
not agree with the public 
health/epidemiologic model to gun 
control. They counter that prejudice 
against gun ownership is pervasive in 
the public health community in spite of 
its professed objectivity. (Suter E. 
“Guns in the medical literature — a 
failure of peer review.” 
J Med Assoc Ga 1994;83(3):137-148) 
Wheeler and Suter have denounced a 
pattern of bias against firearms that is 
pervasive in the medical and public 
health literature that ignores the 
importance of individual responsibility 
and moral conduct. They cite 
authorities such as Dr. Mark 
Rosenberg, the former Director of the 
CDC's National Center for Injury 
Control and Prevention (NCIPC), who 
in 1994 told The Washington Post: "We 
need to revolutionize the way we look 
at guns, like what we did with 
cigarettes. Now it [sic] is dirty, deadly, 
and banned." 

A few public health officials like Dr. C. 
J. Peters, head of the CDC's Special 
Pathogens Branch, have expressed 
concerns about the direction public 
health has taken and reported to the 
Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, during the 
1996 controversy over taxpayer-funded 
gun (control) research, "The CDC has 
got to be careful that we don't get into 
social issues...If we're going to do that, 
we ought to start a center for social 












number of laws are already on the 
books, including the proscription of 
handgun possession by minors and 
banning guns on school grounds. Yet, 
despite all the media's 
sensationalization of crime, FBI 
statistics for 2000 show that, like the 
not-so-well known drop in gun accident 
rates, there has also been a steady 
decline in homicide rates for every 
segment of American society. In fact, in 
the U.S., murder and violent crimes 
have reached 30 and 25-year lows, 
respectively. The opposite has been 
the case in Australia and Great Britain. 
Australians are learning the lessons of 
indiscriminate, draconian gun control 
laws the hard way. In 1996, a criminally 
insane man shot to death 35 people at 
a Tasmanian resort. The government 
immediately banned most firearms, and 
ordered their confiscation. More than 
640,000 guns were seized from 
ordinary Australian citizens. 
As a result, there has been a sharp and 
dramatic increase in violent crime. 
Citizens in small communities and 
particularly in rural areas are now 
unable to protect themselves from 
brigands and robbers. That same year 
in the state of Victoria, there was a 300 
percent increase in homicides 
committed with firearms. The following 
year, robberies increased almost 60 
percent in South Australia. By 1999, 
assaults had increased in New South 
Wales by almost 20 percent. Two years 
following the gun ban/confiscation, 
armed robberies rose by 73 percent, 
unarmed robberies by 28 percent, 
kidnappings by 38 percent, assaults by 
17 percent and manslaughter by 29 
percent, according to the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics. 

Interestingly, the same thing occurred 
in Great Britain. Following a 1996 
massacre of school children by a 
madman in Dunblane, Scotland, the 
British government banned and 
ordered the confiscation of most 
firearms. Since then a horrific crime 
wave has taken place in England and 
Scotland. In 1998, the U.S. 
Department of Justice declared that 
the rate of muggings in England had 
surpassed that in the U.S. by 40 
percent, while assault and burglary 
rates were nearly 100 percent higher 
in England than in the U.S. 
To make matters worse for England — 
and this is also true for Canada — day 
burglary is commonplace because 
criminals know they will not be shot at if 
caught flagrante delicto. Not so in the 
U.S., where burglars not only prefer 
night burglaries but try to make sure 
homeowners are not at home to avoid 
being shot. 


The rising tide of thievery and 
burglaries in England has dubbed 
Britain "a nation of thieves," wrote the 
London Sunday Times (January 11, 
1998): "More than one in three British 
men has a criminal record by the age of 
forty. While America has cut its crime 
rate dramatically Britain remains the 
crime capital of the West. Where have 
we gone wrong?" 

Depending on the level of culture and 
social progress, violence can take 
different forms in different societies. For 
example, in the mid-twentieth century, 
the communist government of dictator 
Joseph Stalin killed more Soviet 
citizens through privation, forced labor, 
and famine than succumbed fighting 
the Germans in World War II. 
More recently, in 1994, the Hutu-led 
Rwandan government massacred 
between 800,000 and 1.1 million 
people, mostly Tutsis, in a genocide 
carried out largely with machete- 
wielding government forces. 
In an interesting article, researchers 
Andres Villaveces and associates 
reported on the effect of a gun ban on 
homicide rates in two Colombian cities, 
Cali and Bogota. (Villaveces A, 
Cummings P, Espitia V, et al. “Effect of 
a ban on carrying firearms on homicide 
rates in 2 Colombian cities". JAMA 
2000;283(9): 1205-1209) The authors 
were careful to note that indiscriminate 
banning of firearm carrying, enforced 
with intrusive police measures, such as 
checkpoints, search and seizures 
during traffic stops, etc., may not have 
a similar effect in cities where 
homicides are less common. 
Nevertheless, in those high crime 
South American cities where drug 
trafficking is also a serious problem the 
measures resulted in a reduction of 
homicide rates. 

Some authorities argue that such 
measures could and should be used in 
the U.S. (and perhaps Great Britain 
and Australia) to reduce homicide rates 
and gun violence. 

Opponents counter with constitutional 
and civil libertarian arguments and 
point out the deep cultural and political 
differences between the U.S. and 
countries such as Colombia torn by 
severe political strife and social 
instability. Studies in the U.S., in fact, 
as previously shown, have 
demonstrated that concealed carry gun 
laws actually reduce crime in those 
states in which they have been 
implemented. Unregulated gun carrying 
in such cities as Cali and Bogota (114.6 
and 60 homicides per 100,000 
persons-year, respectively; and 88 per 
100,000 for Colombia as a whole) 
cannot be satisfactorily compared to 


the U.S. (9.7 per 100,000), where we 
have a system of state-regulated, 
concealed carry, gun licensing. 
The situation in Colombia, a country 
virtually devoid of the rule of law and 
immersed in anarchy, warfare and daily 
acts of terrorism, is not analogous to 
the U.S., a constitutional republic 
imbued with individual liberties and the 
rule of law. 

Many educators and criminologists 
assert that we must lay the blame for 
gun violence on an increasingly 
permissive culture that for many years 
has been mired in political correctness 
and where public schools no longer 
teach traditional morality and the 
discernment between right and wrong, 
leading to situational ethics and moral 
relativism. To the detriment of children, 
building self-esteem has been placed 
ahead of personal morality and 
teaching them to distinguish between 
right and wrong. There is also lack of 
discipline at home and in schools 
because parents and teachers are 
afraid of reprimanding the young for 
fear of being denounced by social 
workers, charged with child abuse, and 
prosecuted by the state. 
A study by the Dept, of Justice's Office 
of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention tracked 4000 juveniles aged 
6-15 in Denver (CO), Pittsburgh (PA), 
and Rochester (NY) from 1993-1995. 
The investigators found that children 
who use firearms with parental 
supervision, in hunting and target 
shooting, are less likely to commit acts 
of violence and street crimes (14 
percent) than children who have no 
guns in their homes (24 percent); 
whereas children who obtain guns 
illegally do so at the whopping rate of 
74 percent. 

( http://www.ncirs.org/html/oiidp/national 

report99/toc.html ) 

This study also provides more evidence 
that in close nuclear families, where 
children are close to their parents, 
youngsters can be taught to use guns 
responsibly. We can be 

compassionate and still be honest and 
have the moral courage to pursue the 
truth and find viable solutions through 
the use of sound, scholarly research. 
The problem of guns and violence 
should be no different. (Bennett JT, 
DiLorenzo TJ. From Pathology to 
Politics: Public Health in America. New 
Brunswick, NJ, Transaction Publishers, 
2000.) We have an obligation to reach 
our conclusions based on objective 
data and scientific information rather 
than on ideology, emotionalism or 
partisan politics. 





Lest We Forget 

At the founding of the United 
Nations in 1945 the delegation from the 
United States included a young 
Princeton-educated State Department 
official named Alger Hiss. Widely 
acclaimed for both his ability and his 
enthusiasm for the world organization, 
he rose to become the acting secretary 
general of the founding UN conference. 

As a member of the steering 
and executive committees of the 
conference, he played a major role in 
drafting the UN Charter. He also 
helped to staff the U.S. delegation and 
was chosen by his peers for the 
prestigious task o personally 
transporting the charter to President 
Truman and to the Senate for 
ratification. 

Alger Hiss, however, was later 
found to have been a secret 
communist, more loyal to a foreign 
power than to the nation his birth. A 
1950 State Department document 
named 15 other key U.S. government 
officials who were responsible for 
planning the creation of the UN. They, 
too, were subsequently named as 
secret communists by official agencies. 

Not only was the U.S. 
represented by a sizeable number of 
communists, our nation’s delegation 
also contained 43 individuals who were 
then or soon would be members of 
America’s leading Establishment 
organization, the privately run Council 
on Foreign Relations. 

Alger Hiss himself was both a 
communist and a CFR member as was 
another U.S. member of the UN 
planning team, Lauchlin Currie. As 
communists, and as CFR members, 
they worked diligently to bring the world 
government into existence, and they 
labored just as hard to have the United 
States part of it. 

There were, of course, 
delegations from the USSR and the 
other founding nations. These were 
made up of communists, socialists, 
one-worlders and easily manipulated 
starry-eyed dreamers. 

All were committed to world 
government at the expense of national 
sovereignty. All wanted the UN to be 
supreme. There was to be no more 
war as soon as the UN was given 
sufficient power, especially 
unchallenged military power, to keep 
the peace. 

Suppose, however, that the 
unchallengeable power of the UN fell 
into the wrong hands? Suppose it 
ended up at the disposal of Alger Hill 
and his comrades? Couldn’t it be used 
to impose a tyranny on the rest of 


mankind? Wouldn’t any would-be 
tyrant gravitate to the organization? 

Even if the UN were not run 
by communists, socialists and one- 
worlders who despise nationhood, 
wouldn’t the awesome power we are 
talking about be sufficient to corrupt 
anyone? 

Who would be able to bridle 
any UN leaders who had been given 
greater power than anyone else on 
earth? 

Five years after the 1945 
founding of the UN, official records 
released by the State Department 
identified the individuals listed below as 
key U.S. contributors to the planning for 
the world organization. Each of the 16 
was subsequently identified in sworn 
testimony before U.S. government as a 
secret communist: Alger Hiss, Harry 
Dexter White, Virginius Frank Coe, 
Noel Field, Laurence Duggan, Henry 
Julian Wadleigh, John Carter Vincent, 
David Weintraub, Nathan Gregory 
Silvermaster, Harold Glasser, Victor 
Perlo, Irving Kaplan, Solomon Adler, 
Abraham George Silverman, William K. 
Ullman, William H. Taylor. 

Taxes at Work 

United Nations University, Tokyo 
Vice-Rector 

Circa US $214,500 gross per annum, 
plus benefits 

UNU is an international community of 
scholars engaged in furtherance of the 
purposes and principles of the UN, its 
member states and peoples. We are 
now seeking high calibre candidates for 
the above key position in the sphere of 
environment and sustainable 
development. Please refer to UNU at 
www.unu.edu for full details and how to 
apply. 

- The Economist , Feb. 1,2003, p. 17 

What Was Mohammed’s Last 
Wish? 

By Saleem Almahdy, Egyptian Pastor 

Understanding why Muslims 
terrorize and persecute Christians is 
very important so we can stand by our 
persecuted brothers and sisters in 
Islamic countries. In order to 
understand the Muslims’ ideology of 
terrorism and persecution, we have to 
study the word “jihad.” Christian 
persecution in Muslim nations is related 
to this word. 

According to Muslim 
commentators, the word “jihad” in 
Arabic means to exert all of your effort 
to do something, “striving in the cause 
of Allah” (according to the King Fahd 
translation of the Koran, Sura, or 
chapter, 22:87), such as using one’s 


energy to gain a good thing or to ret rid 
of a bad thing. The legal Islamic 
definition for “jihad” means “fighting 
with the enemy.” (See page 15 of 
Islamic Jihad Laws and Applications.) 

According to the famous 
Muslim commentators Al Hafiz Ibn 
Hagar, Al Nawawi, and Ibn Tamimah, 
there are three areas Muslims have to 
practice jihad against. 

1. The enemies, which include 
the non-Muslims (to force them to 
accept Islam); the infidels (those who 
do not believe in Allah and his apostle, 
Mohammed); and the apostates (those 
who embraced Islam but want to 
relinquish their faith). 

2. Satan 

3. One’s soul against sins and 
transgressions. 

According to the Muslim 
commentator Ibn Rushed, the Arabic 
expression, “The Jihad in (the) cause of 
Allah,” means fighting with the infidels 
by the sword until they embrace Islam 
or pay the “jizya” (obligatory taxes), and 
they are subdued. 

In his book Fikh Al Si rah, Ibn 
Tamimah summarized the legal 
definition of “jihad” and the areas of its 
practice by saying, “It is the fight or 
killing of the infidels to make the word 
of Allah supreme, to establish the 
Islamic society and build the Islamic 
nation” (page 185). 

According to the prophet of 
Islam [Mohammed] in his Hadith (his 
sayings), there are three ways to 
practice jihad in Islam, “Whoever sees 
an iniquitous thing let him correct it by 
his hands, if he could not let him 
correct it by his tongue, if could not let 
him correct it by his heart but this is the 
weakest faith.” 

The first way to correct the 
“iniquitous thing,” mainly the infidelity of 
the people of the book (Christians and 
Jews), is to correct it by their hands - 
killing and fighting. Those who killed 
the Americans in September 11 were 
reciting this Hadith as we have heard in 
the news. But if Muslims have no 
chance to correct the iniquitous deed 
by their hands through killing and 
fighting they have to correct it by their 
tongues. That means they use their 
writings and speech to accuse, insult 
and fight with the free world. If they 
cannot use their tongue they can use 
their hearts (i.e., they reject it in their 
hearts). But according to Sura 4:95, 
Allah gives those who fight one degree 
above those who use their tongues or 
hearts. 

Mohammed’s last wish and 
his last command to his followers 
before his death was to exile the 
Christians and Jews from the Arabian 




Peninsula. (See Al Bukkari, p. 2825; 
and Malek, p. 1387. Bukhari and 
Malek are the most famous Islamic 
commentators.) This [last wish] also 
includes his [Mohammed’s] quotations 
from the Koran: 

1. To get rid of the secular 
governments and rulers who do not 
accept and apply Shariah Law (chapter 
4:75). 

2. To expose the hypocrites 
(chapter 9:73). (Those who convert to 
Islam because of fear are not 
considered true Muslims.) 

3. To purify those who are true 
in Islamic Faith and deprive of 
blessings those (non-Muslims) that 
resist the Faith (chapter 3:141) 

4. To strike terror into (the 
heart of) the enemies of Allah and 
Muslims (chapter 8:18); and to punish 
non-Muslims at the hands of Muslims 
according to Allah’s command, “Fight 
them, and Allah will punish them by 
your hands, and disgrace them, help 
you over them, heal the breasts of 
believers” (chapter 9:14) 

All the commentators agreed 
that Mohammed was encouraging his 
followers to go and practice jihad to 
take the other tribes’ money, land and 
women. 

Muslims feel they do God a 
favor when they persecute Christians, 
force them to change their religion, or 
kill those who convert from Islam to 
Christianity, because this is obeying the 
words of Allah mentioned in the Koran. 

Jesus said, “Love your 
enemies” (Matthew 5:44). The eternal 
victory reigning in heaven with Christ 
must be embraced with the eyes of 
faith. We must lovingly present Him as 
the only Door to all who are lost. 

The Ambitious National Park 
Service 

By a Pinelands Reporter 

The State of New Jersey has 
about 46% of its land mass under 
federal National Park Service control or 
designation at this point in time. 

You may ask what became of 
the 10 th Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution prohibiting this federal 
intrusion? 

That question was asked 
twice in letters to Attorney General 
John Farmer of the Whitman 
administration, but never a reply. 

A bill in the U.S. Congress, 
H.R. 524, would establish a NPS 
National Heritage Area titled 
“Crossroads of the American 
Revolution” in part or all of 12 New 
Jersey counties. 


At present 23 NPS “National 
Heritage Areas” have been established 
throughout the country. But the NPS is 
planning over 200 National Heritage 
Areas, in all 50 states. Every part of 
America will be a NPS National 
Heritage Area. 

In time the NPS wishes to 
make the National Heritage Areas 
United Nations World Heritage Sites. 
America already has more than 20 
World Heritage Sites, including the 
Statue of Liberty and Liberty Bell. 

What kind of problems can a 
NPS National Heritage Area bring? 
Eighty-five residents in Hinton, W. 
Virginia know full well. They live in a 
NPS “National Coal Heritage Area” and 
are being ousted from their homes. 

NPS National Heritage Areas 
bring back door federal zoning and 
controls. In some parts of National 
Heritage Areas hunting has been 
prohibited, roads closed and river 
access blocked. 

Please help stop the 
“Crossroads of the American 
Revolution” National Heritage Area 
from being established in New Jersey, 
and placing almost 90% of the state 
under the National Park Service. 

H.R. 524 is now in the House 
Resource Committee, which is chaired 
by Rep. Richard Pombo who is pro¬ 
property rights. 

Contact Rep. Pombo by email 
at www.house.gov/pombo or toll free to 
the U.S. Capitol switchboard 1-800- 
648-3516. Tell Rep. Pombo not to let 
H.R. 524 come up for a vote or leave 
the House Resources Committee. 

Black's Law Dictionary 
Revealed as Hoax 

Montreal, PQ (Reuters) - Sarah 
Medhurst (nee Black) shocked 
journalists and legal scholars at a press 
conference held at the Black family 
estate March 3 when she revealed that 
Black's Law Dictionary, a highly 
regarded legal reference text, was 
originally written as a joke by her 
eccentric great grandfather Henry 
Campbell Black. 

Medhurst appeared 

unapologetic, suggesting that the Black 
family had never tried very hard to keep 
it a secret. "Have any of you actually 
taken the time to read it?” she asked, 
flipping open the renowned text. “Look 
at page 840 for instance. 'John-a- 
Nokes '? Or how about page 347? 
'Correality - the quality or state of being 
correal." She then cast a challenging 
look around the room. 

Medhurst admitted that the 
entire Black family has participated in 


the century-long ruse, working together 
to generate content for the ever- 
expanding text. She credits her Uncle 
Bertrand with developing one of their 
most successful filler techniques: "We 
created more than 30 new entries just 
by using the word 'actual'. Actual 
agency - see agency. Actual allegiance 
- see allegiance. Actual authority - see 
authority. And on and on - you get the 
idea." 

Medhurst admits that the family 
started to get lazy in later editions, at 
times resorting to stealing terms from 
other dictionaries. "I remember one time 
my brother pulled 'Le Roi' (literally: "the 
king") right out of his French-English 
dictionary to meet the deadline for the 
5th edition while on a three-week ski trip 
in the French Alps." She claims the ploy 
has been used sparingly, however, and 
that the family put a stop to the practice 
when her brother started bringing the 
Official Scrabble Dictionary to editorial 
meetings. 

Henry Campbell Black had 
never intended - or even imagined - that 
his dictionary would become the 
authoritative source for legal 
terminology. "My great granddad had 
actually written the text for an upcoming 
firm skit night", Medhurst explains. "It 
was his way of showing how convoluted 
and, well, pompous the legal profession 
had become." The dictionary became 
an instant hit, however, and Henry 
Black's comedic intentions went 
unnoticed. When the money started to 
roll in, Black elected to pursue a highly 
lucrative career in legal publishing 
instead of becoming a marginally 
talented prop comic. 

When asked why the family is 
revealing the fake after all this time, 
Medhurst stated that they had grown 
tired of living a lie, and were genuinely 
concerned that the universally accepted 
legal lexicon "is actually just a bunch of 
made-up gibberish." The family is 
asking that lawyers and students alike 
immediately dispose of any editions of 
Black's Law Dictionary into the nearest 
trash receptacle or recycle bin. 

West Group, the current 
publisher of Black's, could not be 
reached for comment. 

From the Mail Bag 

To whom it may concern, 

I would like to know if the N.J. 
Militia (since as I assume is not 
physically active other then the 
newsletter) would be intrested in 
offering commissioned membership. 

In other words, Col. Sanders 
from KFC was a real Ky. Col. Since 
the N.J. Militia is the only one for this 




state, any commissions of rank issued 
would be sort of legitimate. 

Capt, Mag, Lt Col or Col 
would be nice 

Have you considered offering 

this ? 

Its a great way to make 
income to support the cause and a way 
for someone like me to get a leagle title 
of one of the above. 

Certificates are cheap so let 

me know 
DJ 

Ed.: We have a captain’s commission 
waiting for you, DB, if you can recruit a 
company that will elect you captain. 


Bookseller Purges Files to 
Avoid Searches 

MONTPELIER, Vt. (AP) - 
Some booksellers are troubled by a 
post-Sept. 11 federal law that gives the 
government broad powers to seize the 
records of bookstores and libraries to 
find out what people have been reading. 

Bear Pond Books in Montpelier 
will purge purchase records for 

customers if they ask, and it has already 
dumped the names of books bought by 
its readers' club. 

"When the CIA comes and 
asks what you've read because they're 
suspicious of you, we can't tell them 
because we don't have it," store co¬ 
owner Michael Katzenberg said. "That's 
just a basic right, to be able to read what 
you want without fear that somebody is 
looking over your shoulder to see what 
you're reading." 

The Patriot Act approved after 
the 2001 terrorist attacks allows 
government agents to seek court orders 
to seize records "for an investigation to 
protect against international terrorism or 
clandestine intelligence activities." 

Such court orders cannot be 
challenged like a traditional subpoena. 
In fact, bookstores and libraries are 
barred from telling anyone if they get 
one. 


Politician Questions John 
Lott’s Research 

Loretta Weinberg, Assemblywoman 
545 Cedar Lane 
Teaneck, NJ 07666 


Dear Assemblywoman Weinberg, 
Regarding your letter published in the 
Star-Ledger , wherein you mention that 
John “Lott’s studies linking the easing of 
gun laws with decreased crime rates have 
been found to be fundamentally flawed, 
based on research by scholars from, 
among other places, Georgetown 
University and the University of Kentucky.” 

Please send me the specific 
references from Georgetown University 
and the University of Kentucky, and the 
“among other places” which disprove John 
Lott’s position against gun control. 
Sincerely, 

GG 

Dear Mr. G, 

Thank you for contacting me 
regarding my letter to the editor of the 
Star-Ledger. 

Following is a list of studies that 
found John Lott’s research to be flawed: 

Franklin Zimring & Gordon 
Hawkins, “Concealed Handgun Permits: 
The Case of the Counterfeit Deterrent,” 
The Responsive Community, Vol 2, Issue 
7 (Spring 1997) 

Dan Webster, Jon S. Vernick, 
Jens Ludwig & K.J. Lester, “Flawed gun 
policy research could endanger public 
safety,” American Journal of Public Health, 
Vol. 87, No. 6, pp. 918-921 (June 1997) 

Dan Black & Daniel Nagin, “Do 
‘Right-to-Carry’ Laws Deter Violent 
Crime?” Journal of Legal Studies, Vol. 27, 
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Conservative scientist Robert 
Erlich was critical of Lott’s theory in his 
book, Nine Crazy Ideas in Science. 
Reason magazine featured a critique by 
Ehrlich in its August-September 2001 
issue. 

Sincerely, 

Loretta Weinberg, Dist. 37 

Ed.: send us your analysis of 
any of these alleged rebuttals of Lott’s 
book More Guns, Less Crime (1998), in 
which Lott analyzed crime data from all 
3054 U.S. counties, and concluded that 
concealed carry laws lowered the violent 
crime rate. (Some of the alleged studies 
predate the publication of More Guns', 
Duggan’s criticism seems to be based on 
gun magazine sales data.) 

Unanswered Questions 

By Congressman Ron Paul 

Where does the Constitution 
grant us permission to wage war for any 
reason other than self-defense? 

Is it not true that preventive war 
is synonymous with an act of aggression, 
and has never been considered a moral or 
legitimate U.S. policy? 

Is it not true that anywhere 
between 100,000 and 300,000 U.S. 
soldiers have suffered from Persian Gulf 
War Syndrome from the first Gulf War, and 
that thousands may have died? 

— 3 of 35 questions posed to the 
House of Representatives Sep. 10, 2002 


Lest We Forget, Part 2 

U.S. marines in Kuwait have 
been put under British command, the 
DRUDGE REPORT can reveal. "I want to 
serve under my own country!," one angry 
marine communicated to the DRUDGE 
REPORT this weekend. "This is bogus, if I 
die, it's for the United States... not the 
freakin' world," said the marine." 

A top Pentagon source would 
neither confirm nor deny that some 
American troops have been placed under 
British command. 

-- Drudge Report, March 16, 2003 

Ed.: As we recall, a British 

marine, one Maj. Pitcairn, bellowed forth 
on Lexington green April 19, 1775, 

“Disperse, you rebels! Damn you, throw 
down your arms and disperse!” 
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